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	Exemplary (4)
	Adequate (3)
	Almost Acceptable (2)
	Deficient (1)

	Abstract
(120 words or less)
	Problem is clearly stated, includes specific details about response frame, procedures and methods. Major results and conclusions are sufficiently stated.
	Problem is stated, includes adequate details about response frame, procedures and methods. Most results and conclusions are stated.
	Problem is stated, includes some information about response frame, procedures and methods. Some results and conclusions are stated. 
	Problem might not be stated, includes limited information (if any) about response frame, procedures and methods.  Results and conclusions are unclear or not stated.

	Study Significance
	The introduction clearly outlines the purpose of the paper and how it will contribute to the literature [or field].
	The introduction mentions the purpose of the paper and at least leads one to recognize how it will contribute to the literature [or field]. 
	The introduction alludes to the purpose and how it will contribute to the literature [or field], but does not do it in a concrete manner.
	The significance of the study is not present in the introduction.

	Literature Review
	Review is thorough, providing a framework for the research project. Books and articles cited from reputable, professional sources. Critiques previous research, pointing out strengths, weaknesses, conflicts and areas of need.  
	Review of literature is satisfactory. A citation is missing and/or more citations would enhance the paper. Books and articles cited are primarily from reputable, professional sources. Critiques previous research, but does not point out strengths, weaknesses, conflicts and/or areas of need. 
	Review of the literature is incomplete. Some background information is included, but many of the books and articles are not from reputable, professional sources. Critique of previous research is limited, and does not point out strengths, weaknesses, conflicts and/or areas of need.
	Review of literature is included, but not acceptable. The majority of the books and articles cited are not from reputable, professional sources. Critique of previous literature is not acceptable, missing substantial components.

	Problem Statement
	Problem statement is concise and informs the reader of the exact purpose of the study.
	Problem statement informs the reader of the exact purpose of the study.
	Problem statement provides the reader information regarding the purpose of the study, but it is not clearly stated.
	Statement is missing or difficult to interpret.

	Operational Definitions
	Hypothesized definition of latent variable is clearly presented. Basic assumptions are clearly outlined. Limitations are acknowledged. Description of the measurement problem, including identification of facets under investigation and description of rating scales or response formats, is explained in detail.
	Hypothesized definition of latent variable is present. Most basic assumptions are outlined and limitations are acknowledged. Description of the measurement problem is included, but it not explained in detail.
	Hypothesized definition of latent variable is incomplete or unclear. A few basic assumptions are outlined. Limitations may not be acknowledged. Description of the measurement problem is not complete.
	Hypothesized definition of latent variable is not specified or is difficult to interpret. 


	Methodology
	Rationale for measurement technique is clearly presented. Response frame is clearly described (how many and who the subjects were, how selected and any special characteristics of importance). A description of rating scale(s) or response format(s) is clearly outlined. Procedures are detailed enough that someone could replicate your study, and information is presented concisely. Model criteria clearly explained. Algebraic representation of the model(s) used and citation for primary developer(s) are included. Justification of choice and criteria related to fit statistics is clearly presented.
	Rationale for measurement technique is presented. Response frame is described (how many and who the subjects were, how selected and any special characteristics of importance). A description of rating scale(s) or response format(s) is included. Procedures outline the process to replicate your study but are too wordy or confusing. Model criteria explained. Algebraic representation of the model(s) used and citation for primary developer(s) are included. Justification of choice and criteria related to fit statistics is included.
	Rationale for measurement technique is mentioned or alluded to, but is unclear. Response frame is not described in detail. A vague or incomplete description of rating scale(s) or response format(s) is included. Procedures outlined are not clear, making it difficult for replication. Algebraic representation of the model(s) used, but is not complete or citations are not included. Justification of choice of criteria and related fit statistics is not sufficient.
	Rationale for measurement technique is absent or incorrect. Response frame is not described or is unclear. Rating scale(s) or response format(s) are not described or incorrect. Procedure is vaguely, if at all, described, not allowing for replication. Algebraic representation of the model(s) used is incorrect or not included. Choice of fit statistics and the criteria employed are not included or are unjustified.

	Results
	Results are clearly described (appropriate descriptive statistics included, data tables are clearly introduced and explained in text.) 
	Data are analyzed with minor flaws. Results are clearly explained, but minor misunderstanding may be present.
	Data are analyzed with some substantial flaws. Results are explained, but substantial misunderstanding may be present.
	Data are analyzed with substantial flaws. Results may be completely misinterpreted.

	Discussion/ Conclusion
	Results are clearly interpreted.  Results are clearly outlined in terms of the related hypothesis(es) and connected to previous research. Statements and ideas are supported with evidence from the research study. Possible effects of uncontrolled variables are discussed. Implications of the findings are discussed, as well as direction for future research.
	Results are interpreted. Results are outlined in terms of the related hypothesis and connected to previous research.  Statements and ideas are generally supported with evidence from the research study. Possible effects of uncontrolled variables are touched upon. Implications of the findings and/or future research are discussed.
	Results are discussed, but might not be in terms of the related to the hypothesis and/or connected to previous research. Statements and ideas are loosely supported with evidence from the research study.  Possible effects of uncontrolled variables are unclear. Implications of the findings and/ or/future research are not are not discussed.
	Results are discussed, but not in terms of the related hypothesis or connected to previous research. Statements and ideas are not (or not well) supported with evidence from the research study. Possible effects of uncontrolled variables are not discussed. Implications of the findings and/or future research are not discussed.


	Focus and Clarity
	The paper is focused throughout. There is a good organizational structure. Grammar and mechanics are solid. 
	The paper is generally focused and ideas are clear and well organized. There are very few grammar and mechanical problems.
	There are gaps in writing style, organization and clarity. There are noticeable grammar and mechanical problems. 
	There are significant problems with writing style, organization and clarity. Grammar and mechanical problems are overwhelming.

	APA Style
	APA style is used throughout.
	APA style is used throughout, with minor errors in usage.
	APA style is used inconsistently, with many errors in usage.
	Little, if no, evidence of knowledge of APA style.

	Audience
	Throughout work, it is evident paper is written to inform other professionals about an important issue.
	Paper is written to inform other professionals about an important issue, but there is occasionally a lack of audience awareness.
	There is some evidence the author considered a wider audience, but the paper seems to be written more to fulfill a course assignment.
	Paper seems to be written to fulfill a course assignment; little evidence of writing for a wider audience.

	References
	Reference list is relevant, complete and broad enough to support the literature review; in correct APA format.
	Reference list is relevant, mostly complete; may have only minor errors in APA format.
	Reference list includes non-relevant articles or is incomplete; may have errors in APA format.
	Reference list is incomplete or missing and format is incorrect.


